NPS Form 10-900
(Oct. 1990}

United States Department of the Interior R ;“""/
National Park Service .

National Register of Historic Places . 2
Registration Form h\

N o

i e
Y . B

This form is for use in nominating or requesting determinations for individuai proﬁgr}i‘é‘s‘ and_districts” “See instructions in How to Complete the
National Register of Historic Places Registration Form (National Register Bul(etin%krfomplete each item by marking "x" in the appropriate box or
by entering the information requested. If an item does nct apply to the property being documented, enter "N/A" for "not applicable." For functions,
architectural classification, materials, and areas of significance, enter only categories and subcategories from the instructions. Place additional
entries and narrative items on continuation sheets (NPS Form 10-900a). Use a typewriter, word processor, or computer, to complete all items.

1. Name of Property
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other names/site number
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street & number See Continuation Sheet

e _N/A - not for pubiication
cityortown Indianapolis . _

e NIAL - vicinity
state Indiana_ code IN ~county Marion. ~ code 097.  zipcode 64204

3. State/Federal Agency Certification

! As the designated authority under the National Historic Preservation Act, as amended, | hereby certify that this .- nomination
.- request for determination of eligibility meets the documentation standards for registering properties in the National Register of
'Historic Places gnd meets the procedural and professional requirements set forth in 36CFR Part 60. In my opinion, the property

; ) meets 7] dogs not meet the National Register critgser~| recommend that this prcperty be considered significant

; 5< nationally | \statewide 7 locgfly. sheet for additional comments.)

| |- 30-03
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. Signature of gertifyNg official/Title
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| State or F¢deral agefcy and bureau T T
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{comments.)
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5. Classification

Category of Property
(Check only one box)

Ownership of Property
(Check as many boxes as apply)

o private - building
> public-focal 1 district
- 1 public-State [ I site
| public-Federal . :structure
' jobject

Name of related multiple property listing
(Enter "N/A" if property is not part of a multiple property listing.)

N/A

Number of Resources within Property
(Do not include previously listed resources in the count

Contributing Noncontributing
20 60 buildings
287 | - . sites
109 7 4‘1 ;structures
- Zm_ . objects
164 101 Total

Number of contributing resources previously listed
in the National Register

1

6. Function or Use

Historic Functions
(Enter categories from instructions)

Current Functions
(Enter categories from instructions)

____LANDSCAPE: Park _LANDSCAPE: Park
_TRANSPORTATION: =~ Road-Related ~~ __ TRANSPORTATION: Road-Related (vehicular)
RECREATION/CULTURE _Outdoor Recreation . RECREATION/CULTURE: __ Spers Facility
RECREATION/CULTURE ____Sports Faciiity =~ RECREATION/CULTURE:  Outdoor Recreation_
o SOCIAL: . MeetingHall ~~  SOCIAL: ________ MeetingHall
~_ GOVERNMENT: ___ FireStation
7. Description
Materials

Architectural Classification
(Enter categories from instructions)

. OTHER:

City Beautiful

19th & 20th c. REVIVALS: _ Beaux Arts

Narrative Description

(Enter categories from instructions)

foundation . N/A
walls . STONE: limestone
BRICK .
roof ... ASPHALT
other CONCRETE
WOOD o

(Describe the historic and current condition of the property on one or more continuation sheets.)
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8. Statement of Significance

Applicable National Register Criteria
(Mark "x" in one or more boxes for the criteria qualifying the property
for National Register listing.)

A Property is associated with events that have made

a significant contriibution to the broad patterns of
our history.

Property is associated with the lives of persons
significant in our past.

xC Property embodies the distinctive characteristics

of a type, period, or method of construction or
represents the work of a master, or possesses
high artistic values, or represents a significant and
distinguishable entity whose components lack
individual distinction.

Property has yielded, or is likely to yield,
information important in prehistory or history.

Criteria Considerations
(Mark "x" in alf the boxes that apply.)
Property is:
A  owned by a religious institution or used for
religious purposes.
removed from its original location.
a birthplace or grave.
a cemetery.
a reconstructed building, object, or structure.
a commemorative property.

less than 50 years of age or achieved significance
within the past 50 years.

@M Mmoo

Narrative Statement of Significance

(Explain the significance of the property on one or more continuation sheets.)

Areas of Significance
(Enter categories from instructions)

LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTURE o
COMMUNITY PLANNING & e
CONSERVATION

HEALTH/MEDICINE S .
TRANSPORTATION .. .
ENGINEERING =~
ENTERTAINMENT/RECREATION

Period of Significance
1873-19%2 -

Significant Dates

1898 -
1909 -
1923 .

Significant Person
(Complete if Criterion B is marked above)

NA
Cultural Affiliation

N/A

Architect/Builder
Kessler,_ George Edward .
Sheridan, Lawrence
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Bibliography

(Cite the books, articles, and other sources used in preparing this form on one or more continuation sheets.)
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10. Geographical Data

Acreage of Property . 3,400
UTM References

(Place additional UTM references on a continuation sheet.)

i
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2 i |

|
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' See continuation sheet

Verbal Boundary Description
(Describe the boundaries of the property on a continuation sheet.)

Boundary Justification
(Explain why the boundaries were selected on a continuation sheet.)

11. Form Prepared By
Tina_Jones*, Meg Storrow*, Paul Diebold, Amy Walker __
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organization  *Storrow Kinsella Group .. date 09-18-2002
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Additional Documentation
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Continuation Sheets

Maps
A USGS map (7.5 or 15 minute series) indicating the property's location.

A Sketch map for historic districts and properties having large acreage or numerous resources.

Photographs
Representative black and white photographs of the property.

Additional items
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Indianapolis Park and Boulevard System — Location

Roughly inclusive of the following parks: Indianola, McCarty Triangle Place, Nobie Piace, Highland,
Fletcher Place Triangle, Willard, Rhodius, Brookside, Garfield, and Riverside, including South Grove,
Coffin, and Riverside Golf Courses. Also including the following parkways and associated green
space: Brookside from Brookside Park to Fletcher Triangle; Fall Creek from 1-465 to White River;
Pleasant Run from Shadeland to White River, including Pleasant Run Golf Course, Ellenberger Park,
and Christian Park; White River from 38" Street to confluence with Pleasant Run; Burdsal Parkway,
and Ellenberger Parkway. Also including the following boulevards: Maple Road (38" St.) from Fall
Creek to White River; and Kessler Boulevard from 38" to 56" Sts. and from Cooper Road to Fall
Creek Parkway. All located in Marion County, Indiana.



NPS Form 10-800a OMB No. 1024-0018
(8-86)

United States Department of the Interior
National Park Service

National Register of Historic Places
Continuation Sheet

Section 7 Page 1of1

TABLE OF CONTENTS

TABLE OF CONTENTS oo ettt e e e e s e ettt a e e e et er e e e e e ee s anraaeseeeas 1
SUMM ARY .o ettt ee e e e et ae e —a et tate e e e e bae e e e e et aetaeeaeeaeannas 1
Parks as @ System COMPONENT ... ettt e e e e e 1
Parkways as a System COMPONENt ............ooiiiiiiiiiic e e 1
Boulevards as a System COMPONENT ......... .. e e e ae e e e ae e e aaeeaaens 2
The Indianapolis Comprehensive Plan Designed by George Kessler...........ccoovviiiiiiiiiiinnneenn.. 2
RESOUNCE COUNES ...ttt s e e aeeaeaeeaeeeeaaaanaaaaaeaens 4
NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION. ...ttt e e e ettt e e e e st e e e e et raeraeeeaeeans 1
=1 R TR I (0] o1=1 1 4 VA 1Y o T P U 1
TE PaAIKS .o oottt e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e eaeaeiaaeeeaaaaaaaaaa e tnrnrrantannnnanannnnn 2
Small Parks inthe Kessler Plan ... e e e e e e 2
FaTo F=T ool = TN =T PP PP 2
McCarty Triangle PlacCe .........cooeiiiiiiii et 3
NNODIE PHACE ... ettt et et e et e e e e e et ee e et a e e e e e e aarnnnns 3
HIGhIANA ParK.......oooiieic ettt e et e e e e 4
Fletcher Place Triangle. ...t e e e e e e e e e e e e e aeaeaes 5
Neighborhood Parks of the Kessier Plan................cooie e 6
A= T o I o= o O SR PTEEPT 6
RROGIUS ParK.....oooeeiioiieeeeee e e e e e e e e e e e e aeae s 7
Large Parks in the Kessler Plan ... 8
2T eTe] ] To [ o= o G SRR 8
Garfield Park ... ..o e e e e et e e e e e et aata e e e e e e e enaes 11
RIVEISIAE PATK .. ...t et e e e et e ettt s e eee e e e eee e saaaatsssnasaaaaeeaaeesesanes 15
Parkways @S @ ProPertY TYDE. . ..o ittt ettt e e et e e e st e e et e e e e e teb e e e enaeaeeeeeenn 22
THE ParKWAYS ......oveeiiiiii ettt et oottt e e e e e e e e ettt et e e e e b e e e e e aaaeeaeeeas 24
BrooKSIAE ParkWaY...........uouiiiiiiiiiiiieiee e 24
Fall Cre@k ParkWay ..........oooiiiiiiiii ettt et e e e e e e e et e e e 28
Pleasant RUN ParkWay ... e e e e e e e et e 34
WHhite RIVEI ParkWay ......oooieiiiii ettt e e e e e e eeeaaeaas 38
BUASAl ParkWay ..........ooiiiiiiiiiiiii e e 41
EHenberger ParkKWay ..........coooiiiiiiiiie ittt e e e 42
Boulevards as @ Property TY P ... .o ittt et a e 44
THe BOUIBVAIAS . .....oveieei ettt e e et e e e e e e e ettt e s ee e e eaeeeseeaaabs i annns 44
Maple Road (38" SrEE) ..ot 44
Kessler Boulevard, East, West and North Drives..............oooiiiiiiinniee e, 45

TOTAL RESOURCE COUNT ...t 46




NPS Form 10-900a OMB No. 1024-0018
(8-86)

United States Department of the Interior
National Park Service

National Register of Historic Places
Continuation Sheet

Section 7 Page 1of5

Summary

The Indianapolis Park and Boulevard System is located in Indianapolis, Marion County, in central
Indiana. It includes portions of the primary riverine system of the county; the White River, Fall
Creek, Pleasant and Pogue’s Runs. The city is located in the Centrai Till Plain physiographic
region of the state, characterized by level to gently undulating landscape. The highest elevation in
Indianapolis is 915 feet above sea level in the northwest section of the county, and the lowest point
is 635 feet at the south county line.

The Indianapolis Park and Boulevard Plan (see the Key Map [KM]) is primarily bounded by the
1909 City limits: 38™ Street, Emerson, Southern and Tibbs Avenues. Later improvements extended
Fall Creek and Pleasant Run Parkways to Shadeland Avenue. The proposed district is composed
of three property types: Parks, Parkways, and Boulevards. It includes 12 individual parks
encompassing more than 1,118 acres of parkland; 6 parkways, totaling 2153.5 acres and
extending 34.8 miles, and 2 boulevards totaling 202.1 acres and extending 15.4 miles. The total
acreage is 3,474 acres. Included within these property types are 28 contributing sites, 23
contributing buildings, 58 non-contributing buildings, 104 contributing structures, 39 non-
contributing structures, and 7 contributing objects.

PARKS AS A SYSTEM COMPONENT

The park spaces associated with the Park and Boulevard Plan vary in size from less than an acre
to more than 900 acres. They all include trees, turfed open-space and recreation facilities. The
character and range of facilities is determined by park size and service area. There are 12
individual parks included in this nomination. The list includes all parks that existed when George
Kessler was retained by the City in 1908 (Brookside, Garfield, Highland, Indianola, McCarty Place,
Noble Place, Riverside and Willard Parks); one park whose master plan was designed by George
Kessler (Rhodius Park) may be referred to but is not included. Those already listed on the National
Register (Irving Circle, Military (098-296-01476) and University Parks (098-296-01547).
Ellenberger Park, although aiready listed on the National Register is not included here because it is
considered a park site within a parkway, rather than an individual park.

Parkways as a System Component

The parkways primarily follow the naturai, meandering, riverine system as a foundation for their
layout, although some parkway iayouts were opportunistic when green space was available, or
necessary as a component of a designed landscape. When natural landforms and/or acquired
property limits allowed, the parkway was constructed on both sides of the waterway. As
transportation corridors, the parkway typically featured tree-lined driving lanes and wide sidewalks
for pedestrian promenades. The open spaces, between driving lanes and the waterway, were
considered a continuous park, and recreation facilities were added when possible. The wide-open
spaces of the riverbanks acted as containment areas for floodwaters to protect adjacent residential
areas. Where space was limited, seawalls, levees and other flood control structures were built.
The Parkways became the basis for city growth within the old city limits by extending dedicated
park space, flood contro! structures and the pedestrian and vehicular circulation as an integrated

system.



NPS Form 10-900a OMB No. 1024-0018
(8-86)

United States Department of the Interior
National Park Service

National Register of Historic Places
Continuation Sheet

Section 7 Page 2o0f5

The six Parkways included in this nomination are Brookside, Burdsal, Eilenberger, Fall Creek,
Pleasant Run, and White River Parkways. Sections of Pleasant Run Parkway have been included
in other district nominations, however they are described here as being a part of the whole system.

Boulevards as a System Component

The boulevard system connects parkways to parkways by way of a direct east-west or north-south
boulevarded street. The typical boulevard respected the historic grid of the city, but featured wide
right-of-ways to accommodate landscaped medians as well as driving lanes and sidewalks. The
features that made the boulevard a unique thoroughfare were the shade trees planted in medians
to separate the pedestrian from the vehicular driving lanes; the uniform building setbacks; the mix
of residential and small commercial establishments bordering the route; and unifying site details
such as special street lighting. The two boulevards included in this nomination are: 38" Street
(Maple Road) and Kessler Boulevard, East, West and North Drives. Other boulevards such as
Washington and Westfield Boulevards are not included as part of this project, but should be
considered as future additions to this nomination.

The Indianapolis Comprehensive Plan Designed by George Kessler

The combined componerits of parks, parkways and boulevards compose the first comprehensive
plan for Indianapolis. Landscape architect George E. Kessier designed the master plan in 1909,
with some alterations in the following years. Kessler unexpectedly died in 1923, and landscape
architect, Lawrence Sheridan, expanded the plan to the county limits. The plan is one of eighteen
park and boulevard plans that Kessler designed for cities across the United States. It is also one
of two-hundred thirty known projects attributed to his one-man office. It is the first Kessler park and
boulevard system in Indiana, and was subsequently followed by plans for South Bend, Fort Wayne
and Terre Haute, indiana.

The purpose of a comprehensive city plan is to regulate urban growth, and to maintain or improve
the quality of life for its citizens. It also plans for the future growth of the urban area. This
nomination, therefore, includes sites that have been improved per the Kessler or Sheridan Plan,
sites that have been partially improved, and sites that have been platted as set asides as directed
by the plan for future improvements.

Kessler states his vision for the Indianapolis Park and Boulevard System in his first “Report of the
Landscape Architect” to the Park Board for the year 1908:

“A properly designed system of parks and parkways should accomplish several purposes;
particularly it should bring within the easy reach of every portion of a community the pleasant
enjoyment of open air spaces for rest and recreation, and form pleasant and attractive means of
communication from one part of the community to another, especially along lines which the
natural growth of a city radiating from its business center has neglected; namely the
communication between outlaying residence districts. This at once encourages the building up
and tying together of otherwise isolated residence districts which have sprung up along the early
lines of traffic. The result of providing these lines of communication is not only of practical benefit
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in the way mentioned, but becomes an economic feature in that it encourages the use of
otherwise waste spaces and consolidates the work of those departments devoted to street
building and maintenance, sewering, etc.

The above is an abstract statement of what a proper park system attempts to do and has
accomplished in some communities where this movement has been under way for some time.
However, in your local problem | find it possible not only to serve all of the ends above alluded to,
but to provide at the same time a solution for a number of other questions which have been
troublesome to your city.

... This plan is largely determined by the physical features of the city and takes the lines, for
the most part, of parkways bordering the various streams which intersect the city. Let me explain
at the outset that parkways of this nature do not primarily form merely driveways from one portion
of the city to another, aithough their continuity for this purpose is important, but at variance with
the popular idea of the boulevard, they do form a chain of parks or a continuous park which is by
its nature brought to the doors of all sections of the community. By obtaining here and there open
spaces of considerable extent in addition to the space required for roadways and walks, you will
provide a continuous series of small parks and playgrounds which will become very valuable and
pleasurable to the neighborhoods in their immediate vicinity. Where such parkways, as they will
in your case, follow the lines of picturesque streams, an additional interest is presented, both in
preserving the picturesque nature of the scenery and in the use of the streams for boating and
bathing purposes. A no less important end is served in planning the bordering driveways in all
cases so that they form levees protecting the low-lying land in places of intermittent overfiow and
this becomes of great practical value in this regard. It will also be necessary, both from the
standpoint of park beauty and that of public protection, that careful attention be given to the
matter of sanitation, and that in all of these improvements every effort be made to keep the
streams perfectly sanitary. The following out of this system will greatly enhance your city, which
is already known as a city of beautiful homes, in presenting the most attractive conditions for the
building of hornes. Its tendency will be to increase and fix property values, as has been the case
in other communities . . .

The first and most important improvement to your city as a whole is that along the line of White
River. Itis proposed finally to improve both banks of White River from Riverside Park to the
south limits of the city, with a continuous driveway upon each side of the stream. This
improvement is primarily a levee improvement, but will provide the greatest addition to the
beautification of your city that could well be conceived. . . The importance of this river
improvement will immediately suggest the need of an adequate tie between the river front and the
heart of your city, and this can perhaps best be accomplished in the form of a plaza extending
westward from the State House, adjoining Military Park and reaching directly to the river for
connections either north or south. There would be immediately formed a fine and direct
connection to Riverside Park from the heart of the city, an improvement the need of which will be
recognized by everyone. It is proposed in connection with this improvement to obtain some
portion of the present vacant ground along the east bank of the river as near as possible to the
congested factory and business center for a complete athletic field. The general nature of the
Riverside improvement would be a roadway of generous width, wide promenade-walk and lawn
spaces, with occasionally balustrades and steps and a continuous lighting scheme which would
make the whole not, as present, a back door for factories, but certainly in parts, the frontage for
buildings of the very highest character, both public and private. . .

The Fall Creek parkway is one capable of most picturesque treatment, but is also to a large
extent a utilitarian feature. Here again it is contemplated to border each side with a driveway, but
the meanderings of the stream are such as to leave many park spaces of very considerable
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extent, as weil as the possibility of introducing here and there water surfaces that are directly in
the stream or to one side of it of sufficient area to add largely to the attractiveness of the
improvement.

... itis my recommendation that in all new work the lines be projected wherever possible for
greater width both for roadway and park space. This suggestion you are already following in the
portion of the improvement now being carried on between Northwestern avenue and Capitol
avenue . . . This with the proposed damming of the creek, forming a very considerable water
surface, will form at once a neighborhood park available to a region now almost wholly isolated in
the matter of parks. . .

A similar improvement is projected for Pogue’s Run, passing through Brookside Park and
reaching as far into the heart of the city as in time may be proved practical . . . Itis my
recommendation that Brookside Park shouid be extended, and in fact the widening of the stream
to the southwest should be such as to give the impression of an indefinite extension of this
beautiful park.

The improvements along the line of Pleasant Run should be fully as important and attractive as
any other portion of the plan. The stream may not permit the broad water surface of Fall Creek,
but the parkway may be designed in a manner to be no less attractive and valuable to the
communities through which it passes. The needs of the local communities aiong the line should
be considered, and a park or widening of the parkway of considerable extent shouid be made in
connection with each of the more important local communities.

During the year considerable improvement has been made in Garfield Park, and it is my
recommendation that additional work of an important character be carried on here during the
coming year. Especially the eastern boundaries must be considered on account of the
encroachment of buildings needing proper street connections.

It is important that an outlying boulevard and parkway scheme at the outskirts of the present
city limits should be projected and acquired in the near future and before the possibilities are
largely limited by the advance of private improvement . . “

Resource Counts

The vision articulated by George Kessler for Indianapolis in 1908 is far-reaching and
encompassing. For purposes of this nomination, the Indianapolis Park and Boulevard plan is
viewed as an integrated system. The interconnectivity of this system and the fact that it is still
serving the multiple purposes of transportation, recreation, flood control, sanitation, and the
improvement of housing values, is proof that Kessler developed a visionary and flexible plan that is
still being adapted, tested, and extended today. While an extensive resource count has been
developed, it is recognized that the park and boulevard system will still meet the multiple purposes
of this vision regardiess of whether or not a particular resource is of the historic period.

However, in addition to providing the planning methodology to achieve this system of parks,
boulevards and parkways, Kessler and others designed physical places and objects including
parks, the spatial organization of the parkways, features, structures, and bridges, and designed the
settings for existing or new features, including buildings, structures, and bridges by others. This
has resulted in a remarkable wealth of historic places, buildings, bridges and features still in place
within the system.

' 14" Annual Report 18-25
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labeled as contributing (C) or non-contributing (N/C) are included in the resource count. Certain
classes of resources are not counted because of the scale of the nomination and the relatively
transitory nature of certain improvements. A resource count is essential to any nomination; and
while this count attempts to account for many items, it is understood that with a nomination of this
scope, some historic features may have been overlooked. It is also possible that certain items may
be considered significant upon discovery of new information.

Not counted:

e Recreational equipment such as piaygrounds, playground equipment, swing sets, and similar
apparatus.

e Footbridges, unless historic, are also not counted, but are considered part of the pedestrian
circulation system. '

e Non-paved recreational fields, such as baseball diamonds, are considered transitory due to the
scale of this nomination.

e Ellenberger Park was included in the irvington Historic District (NR, 1987) (1 ¢ site).

Counted:

¢ Rights of way which bridge across but technically do not touch areas are counted since they
either positively or negatively impact the overall historic plan.

e Paved play areas, tennis courts, and basketbail courts. Those, which traditionally have
remained in the same location for over 50 years, are considered contributing.

Concession stands or other permanent park related buildings.

e Pools and adjoining bathhouse or pool house buildings are considered to function as a unit and
are therefore counted as one structure.

e Vehicular circulation system geometrics that are formed from the layout of driving lanes and
landscaped medians are considered to function as a unit and are therefore counted as one
structure.

e Pedestrian circulation system that is formed from pedestrian pathways and sidewalks that
provide internal circulation or that connects to adjacent pedestrian circulation is considered to
function as a unit and is therefore counted as one structure.

e Spatial organization of views and vistas are considered to function as a unit and are therefore
counted as one structure.

e Specimen trees or tree masses that form an aliée, bosque, or boulevard that are of the
character and age to be original to the Kessler plan, are counted as one structure.

For a project this large, data gaps are expected. There are many features associated with each
resource that need further identification and evaluation. In addition, documentation was not readily
availabie for all resources that have the potential to contribute to this historic district. Further
research is needed.
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Narrative Description
PARKS AS A PROPERTY TYPE

The park as a property type is a parcel, or parcels of open space, including vegetation, recreation
facilities and views to and from the site, whose function is to provide recreation opportunities for
residents of Marion County, Indiana. The boundaries of the park typically follow parcel! lines, and
are generally rectilinear in shape as a response to the gridded plat of the city. They are
surrounded on at least three sides by residential development and they may or may not be
connected to a parkway or boulevard. The service area, and the quantity and type of recreation
facilities increase with the size of the park. Conversely, planned historic park acreage can be
decreased by modern improvements such as expressways, the taking of the land for public
services such as libraries, fire stations, or schools, or the selling of public park land for private
residential development.

The smallest parks in this nomination were the result of the platting of the city or its early
subdivisions, where the street layout and configuration resulted in small pockets of open space.
Their size and shape limited the quantity of recreation facilities. The larger parks of this district
have a service area that includes the surrounding neighborhoods or community. The recreation
facilities are both active and passive, and provide activities for citizens of all ages. They are
typically several acres in size, and were consciously purchased by the city to provide recreation
space in areas of the city lacking parkland. The open spaces within the parkways were to supplant
and connect the individual parks within neighborhoods. The largest city parks (100+ acres) attract
users from the entire region. They were historically located along the old city limits, and their
development was a response to the Park Movement begun by the Frederick Law Olmsted and
Calvert Vaux with their plan for Central Park in New York City. The unique character of each large
park---a result of the natural features and setting---and their locations along parkways caused each
one to be a major end destination, accessible to everyone within the old city limits via the parkways
and boulevards.

The parks that are included in this nomination are parks that existed when George Kessler was
hired as Landscape Architect for the city (February 1, 1908), and that remain today. They include:
Brookside Park, Ellenberger Park, Fletcher Place Triangle, Garfield Park, Highland Park, Indianola
Park, Irving Circle, McCarty Place Triangle, Military Park, Noble Place, Riverside Park, University
Park and Willard Park. The list of parks is from the 14™ Annual Report of the Park Board
Commissioners, for the year 1908. They are included because they are the first parks in
Indianapolis and part of the existing city components that formed the basis for Kessler's plan.

One additional park included in this nomination is Rhodius Park. It was acquired during the
Kessler era of planning, and Kessler designed its master plan.

Three recreation spaces are included in the Parkway Section because they are located along a
historic parkway, but were acquired as individua! sites per the Kessler Plan. They include
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Woolen’'s Gardens, Pleasant Run Golf Course, and Christian Park. Eleven additional parks are
described in the Parkway and Boulevard Sections because they were originally large open spaces
within the parkway, which, over time, have acquired names as individual parks within the city park
system. Those parks are: Fall Creek and 16" Street Park, Watkins Park, Barton Park, Fall Creek
and 30" Park, Lot K, Spades Place, Emhardt Stadium, Orange Park, Brown’s Corner, Kin Hubbard
Memorial, and Forest Manor Park. Other parks within the current system that were acquired
during or after the period of significance are not inciuded here because they did not contribute to
the development of the plan of the system proposed by Kessler.

Included in the above list are four parks that are already listed on the National Register: Irving
Circle, Ellenberger, Miiitary (098-296-01476), and University Parks (098-296-01547). As
components of this nomination, Irving Circle is a small park offering open space within a planned
community; Ellenberger Park was the planned terminus of Pleasant Run Parkway in the Kessler
Plan; Military Park was the existing, public gathering space along the Kessler planned Central Mall,
and the Kessler-redesigned University Park in 1914.

The following park descriptions are organized by size and facilities from smallest neighborhood
park to largest city park.

THE PARKS
Small Parks in the Kessler Plan

Indianola Park

Indianola Park is located at 1900 West Washington Street, on the near west side of Indianapolis
(see Maps P1 and P1a). The 2.05-acre park was acquired in 1898. The Park is bounded by
Washington Street (the historic National Road), Elder Avenue and the north and east parcel lines.
The parcel lines appear to be the original boundary. Proposed National Register boundaries
extend to the right-of-way line on the out side of each boundary street and the north and east
parcel lines. Another historic name for the park is Kirkland Place. The park faces Washington
Street, and is fully bordered by a residential neighborhood.

The site still functions as a recreational and open space for neighborhood use. Recreation facilities
include a play structure, swing set and basketbali court. Aerial photographs, taken in 2000, reveal
remnant walks curving inward from the northwest corner of the site. The lines indicate historic
circulation patterns enabling access to the park from all sides. A walk begins at the southwest
corner and ends at the basketball court near the center of t